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Prices  of  hogs  have  been  a  fourth  above  last  promise  an  increase  in  the  number  of  sows  to  tar- 
year  and  the  hog-corn  ratio  in  April  was  the  highest  row  this  fall.    Farrowings  beginning  mid-fall  seem 
since  September  1950.     These  price  relationships,  likely  to  exceed  those  a  year  earlier, 
along   with   the  recent  declines  in  cattle  prices,  |  ^ 
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Cattle  and  calf  slaughter  has  averaged  about  25  percent  above  a 
year  ago  since  January  1  and  in  April  shov.-ed  an  even  larger  gain*  It 
will  continue  considerably-^  higher  thsn  last  year  though  probably  by  a 
somev/hat  s]:iallyr  peroentat^et    Hog  slaughter,  on  the  other  hand,  in  recent 
months  has  been  15  percen'c  below  last  year«     Slaughter  the  rest  of  the 
year  will  likely  be  12  to  15  percent  under  1952  >    Slaughter  of  sheep  ai?d 
lambs,  like  that  of  cattle^  has  exceeded  last  year.    It  nov/  appears  likely 
to  continue  above  last  year  for  soiiie  time  but  may  drop  below  the  1952 
slaughter  rate  later.    Sheep  numbers  are  probably  being  reduced  again  in 
the  Plains  State so 

With  more  beef,  veal  and  lamb  but  less  pork;  total  meat  production 
has  averaged  about  3  percent  above  the  corresponding  period  of  1952 e  Pro- 
duction v.ill  probabl>  continue  a  little  above  last  year  and  the  1953  total 
is  expected  to  be  up  enough  to  offset  the  increase  in  population  and  allow 
consumption  per  person  to  about  equal  the  144  poijinds  of  last  year. 

More  cattle  from  both  range  areas  s.nd  feedlots  have  been  marketed 
in  the  last  few  months  thari  a  year  earlier.     Since  about  12-14  percent 
more  cattle  were  on  feed  on  April  1  than  on  the  same  date  of  1952,,  market- 
ings of  fed  cattle  v/ill  be  larger  than  last  year  through  .the  spring  and 
summer.    Since  January  1  fexver  cattle  have  been  placed  on  feed  than  a  year 
ago  and  fed  cattle  marketings  this  fall  will  not  be  as  much  above  last 
year  as  they  have  been  recently,    I'larketings  of  cattle  off  grass  vdll  begin 
to  increase  seasonally  this  suimner  and  vdll  likely  exceed  last  year  sub- 
stantially,^   Because  of  poor  r  ^turns  from  cattle  feeding  this  past  winter; 
demand  for  feeder  stock  vvill  probably  be  weaker  this  fall  than  last.  It 
is  possible  that  not  quite  as  many  grass  cattle  v.dll  go  on  feedo    More  v/ill 
go  directly  to  slaughtero 

Prices  of  stooker  and  feeder  cattle  declined  in  April  after  having 
been  comparatively  stable  for  several  months,  but  are  still  in  a  rather 
high  relfitionship  to  prices  of  fed  cattle,    A  m.ore  norm.al  spread  or  re- 
lationship is  likely  to  develop  during  the  next  several  m.onths.    Prices  of 
fed  cattle,  though  nardly  likely  to  recover  much  while  marketings  are  at 
a  seasonal  peak,  may  show  some  seasonal  strength  this  fall.    Stooker  and 
feeder  prices  may  take  an  opposite  trend™    YJliile    probably  fluctuating  con- 
siderablyj  they  v/ill  likely  move  seasonally  lower  this  suirmer  to  a  somewhat 
lower  level,  this  fall  than  last  fall- 
Prices  for  hogs  have  been  about  a  fourth  liigher  than  a  year  ago<. 
After  a  moderate  seasonal  decline  this  spring,  prices  will  probably  in- 
crease seasonally  during  the  sumruer. 

These  are  indications  that  total  meat  production  will  continue  its 
uptrend  in  1954,     Slaughter  of  cattle  and  calves  is  not  yet  equal  to  the 
rate  of  increase  (births  minus  deaths)  and  is  due  to  continue  cyclically 
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up-kvard.    Kog  produotion  ney  be  expanded  this  fall.-    With  prices  of  hogs 
higher  aiid  oi  corn  lover,  the  hog-corn  price  ratio  this  spring  is  con- 
siderably abovo  last  spring  eiid  above  average,    Trds  points  to  a  1953  fall 
pig  crop  ri'odera-sly  Iprger  ths":^  last  failp  and  to  an  increased  slaughter 
of  hogs  in  1954.. 

In  recent  v;eelcs  through  Aprnl  29  ^  the  Departaent  of  Agriculture  has 
purchased  3 /X 70, COO  pounds  of  beef  for  the  ! Mutual  Security  Agency  to  be 
delivered  to  Greece,  and  738,000  po'jnds  under  Section  32  funds  for  surplusj 
diversion,  which  will  be  donated  to  school  lunches  end  other  eligible 
outlets^ 

REVIEW  AI-ID  OUTLOOK 

Cattle  Slaughter  up  Sharply 
From  Last  Year^  to  Continue  High 

From  Janviary  through  March  corrmercial  cattle  slaughtier  v;as  24  per- 
cent above  last  yearc    Slaughter  in  April  v/as  more  than  40  percent  above 
the  rather  siiiall  slaughter  in  April  last  year» 

Slaughter  of  steers  and  heifers  frora  both  feeding  and  range  areas 
has  been  large*    January-March  steer  slaughter  uncier  Federal  inspection 
surpassed  ail  previous  records  for  those  months-    Hoiveverj  no  great  number 
of  cows  has  teen  slaughtered^    Covjs  v.-ere  a  smaller  percentage  of  Federally 
inspected  cattle  slaughter  in  January-!. arch  this  year  than  in  those  months 
in  10  years  of  record.  •  - 

The  rate  of  cattle  slaaghter  vdll  continue  high  in  future  laonths  but 

the  increase  above  last  year  may  average  a  little  less  than  i*n  the  past  4 

monthsc^    Slaughter  increased,  greatly  in  the  second  half  of  1952  and  may  not 

rise  quite  so  fast  this  year?. 

Marketings  of  fed  cattle,  v/hich  have  teen  particularly  large  since 
the  first  of  Ilarch;  vail  likely  remain  large  until  the  big  narketing  season 
ends  about  late  suujnerc    Later  fed  cattle  may  be  a  dvvindling  proportion  of 
the  total  nuE^ber  slaughtered:    The  shift  from  fed  to  grass  cattle  slaughtered 
will  be  partly  a  ^lor.ial  seasonal  change^  but  it  v/ill  alGO  reflect  the  gradual 
retrenchment  in  volu:';ie  of  feedingo    On  Janaary  1^  16  percent  I'lore  cattle 
were  on  feed  than  a  year  earlier^    Marketings  since  then  have  been  greater 
than  a  yoar  earlier  and  fever  crittle  ha^-e  gone  on  feed.    For  exa:iple,  ship- 
ments of  stocker  and  feeder  cattle  into  £  Corn  Belt;  States  from  January- 
I'-arch  i.'ere  13  percent  smaller  than  a  year  ago>    On  April  1^  12-14  percent 
m.ore  cattle  were  on  feed  than  last  April-    yiarke tings  continued  at  a  high 
rate  and  replacement  at  a  lo".v  t-ate  during  April,  as  slaughter  steer  re- 
ceipts at  3  Corn-3elt  markets  were  up  by  r;ore  than  50  percent  but  feeder 
shipments  from  8  narkets  do'.-na  5  to  10  percent  fro-ja  last  year^ 

If  ruoveTient s  to  feediots  stay  below  last  year  and  marketings  continue 
larger,  the  supply  of  fed  cattle  fcr  slaughter  tiiis  fall  will  be  do^.n  to 
nearer  last  year's  level-'   But  considerably  more  cattle  off  range  an 4  pa s- 
tui'e  vd.ll  be  slaughtered  than  last  fall^  as  more  wall  be  marketed  while 
fewer. may  go  into  feediots  for  feeding-.'  Because  they  experienced  t?ieir  most 
unprofitable  feeding  season  this  winter  in  r.iany  years,  cattle  fe-iders  may 
reduce- their  progre.-a  next  fallc 
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Present  Cattle  glau.^hter  a  Little 
Be low  Replacement  Pate 

If  the  January-April  rate  of  slaughter  should  continue  throughout 
the  year,  a'bout  33  million  cattle  and  calves  would  "be  slaughtered  in  19^3* 
The  Increase  ("births  minus  deaths)  from  the  present  cow  herd  is  probably 
between  3?  and  36  million.    Thus,  at  the  present  slaughter  rate  a  small 
addition  to  cattle  numbers  would  result  by  the  end  of  the  year. 

This  may  prove  to  be  a  year  of  heavy  icarketings  of  steers,  heifers 
and  calves.    Corresponding  increases  in  marketings  of  cows  are  unlikely, 
except  in  the  event  of  drought.    Inventory  numbers  of  steers  and  heifers 
next  December  31  inay  be  little  if  any  larger  than  a  year  earlier.  Increases 
will  be  mostly  in  cows  and  calves.    Liquidation  of  cows  will  probably  not 
occur  until  a  later  year  in  the  present  cattle  cycle ► 

Because  slaughter  will  include  more  cattle  off  range  and  pasture 
this  year,  average  weights  of  cattle  slaughtered  will  be  lighter.  They 
are  already  below  last  year  and  will  move  lower. 

Seasonal  Divergence  likely  in 
Cattle  Prices 

Prices  of  various  classes  of  grass  cattle--stockers ,  feeders,  calves 
and  cows--were  rather  steady  in  late  winter  and  early  spring,  having  been 
sustained  by  seasonallj'-  strong  demand  for  cattle  to  go  on  grass.  However, 
weakness  in  prices  of  fed  cattle  was  an  important  factor  preventing  the 
usual  seasonal  rise  in  the  average  price  of  range  cattle  and  contributing 
to  the  recent  decline.    Prices  of  range  and  fed  cattle  have  been  unusually 
close  together.    In  March  and  April  feeder  and  stocker  steers  at  Kansas  City 
averaged  92  percent  of  the  price  of  Choice  steers  at  Chicago.    As  late  as 
last  December,  they  were  only  66  percent  of  Choice  steer  prices, 

A  more  normal  relationship  will  likely  appear  in  months  ahead  as 
prices  of  fed  and  grass  cattle  take  opposite  trends.    After  the  bulk  of  fed 
cattle  have  been  marketed  their  prices  may  strengthen  somewhat  seasonally. 
While  fluctuating  considerably,       prices  of  stocker,  feeder,  and  other 
cattle  off  grass  are  likely  to  make  a  general  seasonal  decline  this  sunmer 
and  fall.    By  this  fall  they  probably  will  again  be  considerably  below  the 
prices  of .fed  steers. 

Prices  cf  cattle  off  grass  this  fall  will  be  affected  by  a  weaker 
demand  for  cattle  to  go  into  feed  lots,  and,  like  last  fall,  they  will  be 
sensitive  to  the  strength  of  slaughter  demand  for  cattle  of  this  type, 
last  year  outlets  for  Good  and  Commercial  beef  opened  up  only  rather  slowly. 
It  remains  to  be  seen  whether  the  market  will  be  more  responsive  this  coming 
fall. 
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59jS  Slaup^ht&r  to  Cqntinue 
Below  Lc?str  Year 

Frow  February  through  April  hog  slaughter  has  averaged  ahout  15  per- 
cent telow  a  \^ear  earliei'.    The  reduction  reflects  the  smaller  pig  crop  of 
last  fall.    Slaughter  will  continue  considerably  belov  1952.    It  may  be 
especially  sinali  during  the  spring  and  sunoner,    There  will  be  fewer  barrows 
and  ciJ-'ts  because  farrowings  last  October  and  November  were  sharply  below 
the  previous  year,    A.lso,  because  fewer  are  on  hand  and  more  will  be  held 
back  for  breedin^^,  fewer  sows  will  be  slaughtered  this  summer  than  last. 

Sheep  S_lau^ter  Above  195^ 

The  rate  of  sheep  and  lamb  slaughter,  like  that  of  cattle, has  in- 
creased substantially  over  a  year  ago.    Through  April  about  19  percent  more 
sheep  and  lambs  were  slaughtered  than  in  the  same  months  of  1952,,  Market- 
ings of  fed  lambs  have  been  seasonally  earlier  than  last  year.  California 
has  been  marketing  a  larger  early  lamb  crop^  and  the  movement  of  old  crop 
lambs  in  Texas  has  also  been  up.    If  this  rate  of  slaughter  is  continued, 
fewer  sheep  and  lambs  would  be  on  farms  at  the  end  of  the  year  than  at  the 
beginnings    Last  year  sheep  numbers  were  reduced  in  the  dry  regions  of  the 
Southern  Plains,  were  a.bout  iaiaintained  in  the  Mountain  and  Pacific  V/est, 
and  were  increased  in  the  Eastr    It  is  possible  that  approximately  the 
same  changes  will  be  repeated  in  1953  unless  weather  and  range  feed  con- 
ditions in  the  Plains  should  improve  this  summer.    It  appears  now  that 
sheep  and  lamb  slaurhter  may  remain  above  last  j'ear  through  the  summer. 
The  seasonal  increase  in  the  fall  may  not  be  as  great  as  a  year  earlier 
and  slaughter  may  drop  belovr  the  1952  rate.    Prices  of  lambs  have  increased 
considerably  since  late  in  1952.    Iamb  prices  will  continue  to  be  affected 
by  the  large  slaughter  of  cattle,  but  may  be  generally  more  stable  than 
cattle  prices . 

A  seasonal  decline  in  lamb  prices  is  likely  this  summer  and  fall. 

Total  Meat  Production  a 
Little  Above  1952 

of. 

As  product Ion. 'beef  and  lamb  has  been  substantially  above  last  year 
but  production  of  pork  smaller,  total  meat  output  has  exceeded  a  year  ago 
by  about  3  percent  (table  1).    A  small  margin  of  increase  may  persist. 
Meat  supplies  may  be  large  enough  for  consumption  per  person  to  approxi- 
mately equal  the  1^'^  pounds  consumed  in  1952,    However,  the  composition 
will  be  much  different.    Consumption  of  beef  per  person  may  be  up  around 
9  pounds  and  of  veal  1  pound  while  consumption  of  pork  may  be  reduced 
IC  or  11  pounds. 

1953  Fall  Pi£  Crop  Promises 
to  Exceed  La--»t  Year 

Hog  production  has  been  on  a  downtrend  for  a  year  and  a  half,  In 
each  month  since  September  1951  fewer  sows  have  farrowed  than  in  the 
corresponding  month  a  year  earlier.    The  1952  combined  spring  and  fall 
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pig  crop  was  10  percent  "below  the  big  I95I  crop  of  102  millions,  and  a 
further  reduction  is  taking  place  in  farrowings  this  spring.    In  December 
farmers  -  intentions  were  for  I3  percent  fewer  sows  to  farrow  than  last 
spring.    It  will  not  be  known  until  the  pig  crop  report  is  released  June 
22  how  nearly  they  folloved  their  intentions. 

Producers  out  back  on  hog  production  for  several  reasons.  Fore- 
most was  the  continued  depressed  level  of  hog  prices  in  relation  to  corn 
prices.    In  1952  tlie  United  States  average  hog-corn  price  ratio  was  only 
11.0,  which  was  less  than  the  long  time  average  level  and  the  lowest  in 
12  years.    Other  factors  also  discouraged  production.    Hog  producers  were 
harrassed  by  threat  of  disease,  especially  vesicular  exanthema;  they  were 
aware  of  the  increasing,  competition  from  the  rising  supply  of  beef;  and 
finally,  they  had  Government  loans  available  to  them  on  their  corn  crop, 
which  in  many  cases  appeared  more  attractive  than  the  uncertain  returns 
from  feeding  corn  to  hogs. 

Hog  production  seems  likely  to  turn  upward  this  year,  chiefly  be- 
cause of  the  improvement  in  prices.    Hog  prices  have  risen  $5.00  per 
100  pounds  since  December  and  are  about  25  percent  higher  than  at  this 
time  last  year.    Hie  hog-corn  price  ratio  at  14.2  in  April  was  the  highest 
since  September  I95O. 

Moreover,  present  prices  look  favorable  in  relation  to  prices  for 
cattle.    In  contrast  with  the  25  percent  higher  prices  for  hogs  than  a 
year  ago,  prices  for  cattle  are  30  to  hO  percent  lower.    Two  years  ago 
barrows  and  gilts  sold  at  Chicago  for  $15.00  per  100  pounds  less  than 
Choice  steers.    late  in  April  they  rose  above  Choice  steer  prices.  These 
contrasting  price  trends  demonstrate  that  competition  between  pork  and 
beef  is  not  so  very  close,  and  that  there  remains  a  very  sizable  inde- 
pendent demand  for  pork. 

The  increase  in  the  hog-corn  ratio,  on  the  basis  of  past  experi- 
ence, would  point  to  a  rather  substantial  increase  in  farrowings  this  fall 
over  last  fall.    However,  vesicular  exanthema  crops  up  often  and  errati- 
cally enough  to  be  of  concern.    Loans  on  corn  will  continue  available  at 
90  percent  of  parity.    Beef  output  will  continue  large,  though  it 
probably  no  longer  disturbs  hog  producers  as  much  as  it  did  before  hog 
prices  rose.    Hence  a  more  realistic  prospect  is  for  a  more  moderate 
increase  in  the  fall  crop.    Another  large  summer  pig  crop  is  likely 
this  year,  but  it  may  not  exceed  last  summer's  crop.    By  mid-fall,  far- 
rowings  may  be  considerably  above  a  year  earlier. 

A  moderately  increased  pork  output  could  probably  be  marketed 
without  reducing  prices  of  hogs  greatly- -that  is,  without  forcing  them 
below  an  average  relationship  to  the  price  of  com.    This  is  the  likely 
prospect  in  the  absence  of  any  material  change  in  consumer  demand.  A 
big  increase  in  the  pork  supply,  on  the  other  hand,  would  threaten  the 
price  seriously.    A  further  increase  in  beef  output  is  probable,  and 
its  effect  on  demand  for  pork  is  by  no  means  to  be  entirely  disregarded. 
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Table  1«-  Coi/iinercial  meat  production.  United  St:.tes,  by  quarter-year 

1950  to  first  quarter  1953. 


All  meats 


Year 

:  January- 

April-  : 

July-  : 

October-  : 

Year 

iiarch  : 

June  : 

September  : 

December-  ; 

.  — 

:    Mil«  Ibso 

Mil.  lbs. 

Mile  Ibse 

Mil*  lbs.  M 

il.  lbs. 

1950 

!  5,115 

4,773 

4,793 

5,682 

20,363 

1951 

5  5,181 

4;699 

4,692 

5,647 

20,219 

1952 

:  5,586 

4,823 

4,891 

6,082 

21,382 

1953 

:  5,765 

i  Beef 

1950 

I  2,231 

2,221 

2,415 

2,381 

9,248 

1951  ; 

!  2,188 

1,965 

2,140 

2,256 

8,549 

1952  - 

}  2,217 

2,144 

2,422 

•  2,558 

9,341 

1955 

_2,71i  

"""TeaT 

1950  " 

I  263 

277 

312 

285 

1,137 

1951     s  220 

216 

271 

265 

972 

1952  i 

211 

232 

306 

333 

1,082 

1953  ! 

268 

Lamb 

and  mutton 

1950  . 

150 

139 

149 

143 

581 

1951  ! 

131 

109 

127 

141 

508 

1952  : 

157 

145 

151 

182 

635 

1953  J 

187 

Pork  excluding  lard 

1950  : 

2,4-71 

2,136 

1,917 

2,873 

9,397 

1951  J 

2,642 

2,409 

2,154 

2,985 

10,190 

1952  s 

3,001 

2,302 

2,012 

3,009 

10,324 

1953  J 

2,599 
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Table  2^.-  Ai*ray  of  hog-corn  price  ratios  during  March- July,  and 
ccr  re  spending  changes  in  nianber  of  sows 
farrovdng  fall  pigs,  1924-53 


1  Eog-< 

3orn  ratio,  : 

N^miber  of  : 

Increase  or  decrease  from  pre- 

Year 

;           March- Jiily  1/  i 

sows  : 

vXUUo    Vod.X     XII  oOWo 

L  SIX  1  UvVXXi^ 

k            TTvi  "1  4*  c^ 

: North  Central: 

farro?n.ng,  i 

Nwiiber       -  * 

percent 

:      States        ;in  the  fall: 

— - — - 

1  ,uuu  neaa 

x^ei  ceil  \j 

X  «^  to 

!  io»0 

PO 

OI7X 

Q  Q 

1  Q4.? 

1  7  R 
X  f  .  O 

XjOUO 

Ot  ft 

X  70  o 

j           1  0»  0 

17.3 

4,51? 

A7P 

1  /  .  0 

1  94-Q 

X  v'*X^ 

\            10  J  41: 

.15,9 

5,563 

AQR 

Q  P 

1936 

X  V  u  vj 

5  14.9 

XD  •  O 

O  ,  C7  O  / 

1  nrs 

xUU 

p  ft 

X  C/  1 

I  13.8 

1  A  9 

A   ft  ft  ft 

162 

3.4 

1939 

!            XO.  O 

o ,  o  Otc 

835 

18.5 

1943 

i          xO.  o 

1  A  R 

7  sfli^; 

7Pt; 

in  ft 

1  9  50 

X  w  \J\J 

!           1 0  .  O 

X  O  i» 

O  CO 

ft  A 

194-1 

'                  X  O  9  U 

X  X  X 

77? 

X  o  •  c 

1953 

'      O/  X  o  •  o 

■■^  «  - 

1945 

xc  •? 

1  A  O 

APQ 

^A7 

11.? 

X  X  .  h> 

1951 

X  V  wX 

\          xc  •  o 

1  "j;  o 
X  o  .u 

D  jUOc 

1  OQ 

X  «  w 

1927 

X  W  W  I 

;            S-Crn  O 

XO  0  O 

A  RHQ 
'i,  DU  J 

?7q 

fi,  A 

1930 

X  v  O  V 

:        XX  ■»  o 

•*  X  I7X 

-4  =  5 

X  «7  w  ^ 

,            XX  ly  t) 

10  7 

A   P  ftA 

—  X  U  «J 

-3.7 

X  c  ox 

T  1  yl 
iX  •'i 

A    70  7 

7?  A 

1  7  «  P 

X  <  4  O 

X  C/  CCi 

11.2 

19  C 
X(C  •  D 

f;    1  7Q 

■2,RP 

R  0 

XJ/^fX  ' 

:  11«1 

12.3 

4,882 

9  ftftX 

—  ,  t3ou 

—  0  0  .  o 

xy  Oc  ! 

t  10.8 

11.2 

5,318 

71  A 

11  p 

1  Q  'Z'Z    ~"  , 
xfOO  ! 

10.8 

12,9 

5,207 

P  P 

u .  o 

1  v'C  O  1 

1  10.8 

11.8 

.  3,939 

-405 

-9*3 

1946  ! 

!  10.8 

lle4 

4,704 

-725 

-13.4 

1948 

!  10.4 

10,4 

5,070 

204 

4,2 

1935 

X  10.1 

10.8 

3,857 

921 

31.4 

1928  ! 

1  8.8 

9,4 

4,429 

-180 

-5*9 

1940  1 

8.5 

9,2 

4,763 

-589 

-11.0 

1937  . 

8.5 

8.6 

3,845 

-112 

-2.8 

1924  ; 

1  8.0. 

.  8.9 

4^344. 

-1,448 

-25.0 

1934  ! 

6.9 

8.0 

2,936 

-2,271 

-43.6 

1/  March-July  ie  regarded  as  the  breeding  season  for  the  fall  pig  cropa 
2/  Preliriinary  data. 

B]/  Estimated*    April  1953  -was  14»2  for  the  United  States. 


I/iARCH- APRIL  1953 


-  10  - 


Returns  from  Lamb 
Feeding  Below  Averege 

Average  returns  from  lamb  feeding  last  vdnter  were  considerably 
better  than  in  th$  1951-52  feeding    season  but  still  below  the  average  of 
the  past  5  years.    Feeder  lamb  prices  declined  seasonally  last  fall  to  a 
level  ^)10*00  to  $12<,00  per  100  pounds  below  a  year  earlier.  Slaughter 
lamb  prices,  after  hitting  a  low  in  December,  improved  somewhat  aftenvard* 
Feed  costs  v;ere  generally  below  those  in  the  1951-52  season  with  higher 
hay  prices  partially  offsetting  cheaper  come    The  result  v/as  a  small  net 
return  over  costs  of  feeding,  as  calculated  for  a  standard  feeding  pro- 
gram (table  3)s 

Returns  to  individual  feeders  varied  from  the  averages  carried  in 
table  3»    The  data  shown  apply  to  a  representative  feeding  program  for 
feeders  v/ho  bought  lambs  la^t  fall  and  sold  them  during  the  vdnter.  Only 
the  principal  cost  and  receipt  items  are  shown* 

USDA  purchases  Beefj 
Offer's  to  Buy"" lior 

USDA  purchases  of  be.ef  under  tv/o  continuing  programs  totaled 
3,968,000  pounds  by  April  29 5  which  is  equivalent  to  4,703,000  pounds,  car- 
cass weight  equivalent t    These  purchases  v/ere  made  for  export  to  Greece 
by  the  Mutual  Security  Agencv,  and,  under  Section  32"  funds  and  authori- 
zation, for  diverting  surplus  beef  from  normal  channels  of  trade*  Offers 
are  being  continued  to  buy  additional  quentities  of  beef  under  both  of 
these  programs^ 

Offers  to  buy  Ccmmercial  and  Utility  beef  carcasses' for  export  to 
Greece  v;ere  first  made  on  iiarch  12  and  more  recently  offers  for  canned 
beef  were  added^.    Since  then  purchases  totaling  3,170.000  pounds  have  been 
made  at  an  average  cost  of  about  28  cents  per  pound"  for  carcass  beef  and 
'39  cents  for  canned  beef.    Host  of  the  carcass  beef '  graded"  Utility^ 

Purchases  with  Section  32  funds  totaled  '^98/000  pounds  by  late 
April  at  an  average  cost  of  about  40  cents  per  pound  and  included  frozen 
ground  beef,  frozen  bonolqss  chucks  tmd  frozen  diced  beef  grading  Good  or 
better.     This  meat  will  be  distributed  to  the  non-profit  school  lunch  pro- 
gram and  other  eligible  outlets  to  encourage  additional  cons'oniption, 

USDA  Liberalizes 
VTC  Indemnitie's" 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  v/ill  now'  pay  up  to  60  percent  indemnity- 
that  is,  50  percent  of  the  difference  betx'/een  appraised  and  salvage  value — 
on  hogs  found  to  be  infected  Vvdth  vesicular  exanthema  -and  movod  in  inter- 
state commerce  a    This  applies,  however,  only  provided  the  sv/ine  have  moved 
in  accord  v/ith  existing  lav;s  and  regulations  for  the  control  and  eradi- 
cation of  this  disease. 

Undor  the  state  of  emergency  originally  declared  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  August  1,  1952  indemnities  v;ere  payable  only  in  States  v/hioh 
matched  Federal  funds  for  such  payments*    The  new  Federal  payment  on  move- 
ment of  hogs  vdll  be  made  without  requiring  a  like  payment  by  a  State  but 
does  not  rule  out  the  possibility  of  State  payments. 
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Table  3«-  Average  prices  and  values  of  important  itens  affecting  returns 


from  lamb  feeding, 

1947-48 

to  1952 

-53 

Item 

•  • 

J  1947-  ; 

1948-  ; 

1949-  ! 

1960- 

]  1951- 

\  1952- 

.  1948  ; 

1949  ; 

19  50  ; 

« 

1961 

j  1952 

.  1953 

• 

:Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Price  per  100  pounds  of  ; 
Choice  and  Prime  slau-  : 
ghter  lambs,  Chicago, 
December-I'jaroh  l/  « , » c « 

Price  per  100  pounds  of 
Good  and  Choice  feeder 
lairibs,  Omaha,  September- 
Dece-:ber   

Price  per  bushel  received 
by  farmers  for  corn. 
North  Central  States 
October-Larch  . ,  , , 


as. 83      25e72      24.33      36c35      28.82  22e49 


21.29      22.90      23.16      29.35      31c61  21,01 


Price  per  ton  received  by 
farme-'s  for  alfalfa  hay, 
baled.  North  Central 
States ,  October-March. . 


2,222      ia90      1,093      lo473      1.620  1,417 


2/25.00     25.25      21.68      21,98      21,48  24e58 


Market  value  at  Chicago  of 
Choice  and  Prime  85 
pound  slaughter  larabs  l/ 

Market  cost  at  Omaha  of  60 
pound  feeder  lambs 

Cost  of  2^  bushels  of  corn: 

• 

Cost  of  150  pounds  of  j 
alfalfa  hay   s 


12.77 
5.56 

1,88 


Total  of  cost  items  ; 
shown  3/   t  20.21 


Total  value 


20,26      21,86      20,68      30,90      24.50  19*12 


13,74 
2.98 

1,89 


13,90 
2,73 

1,63 


17.61 
3,68 

1,65 


18,97 
4*05 

lc61 


7.96 


-.13 


12.61 

3c54 

1,84 


18.61      18.26      22,94      24,63  17,99 


1.13 


Margin  of  market  value  pert 
laiiib  over  total  of  cost  t 

items  shovni  3/  .   t      .05       3,25  2.42 

1/  Pomerly  Good  and  Choice,    New  grades  were  effective  April  30,  1951, 
7/  Estimated  from  U.  S-»  average  price  paid  for  baled  alfalfa  hay, 
^/  Does  not  include  purchasing  or  marketing  expenses,  labor  cost,  death 
TossoG^  overhead  costs  or  costs  of  other* feed  ingredients,  or  credits  for 
manure.    The  prices  shown  are  averages  for  the  laiab  feeding  season  for  the 
North  Central  region,  and  do  not  necessarily  coincide  with  the  experience 
of  individml  feeders. 
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Vesicular  exanthe^r.a  (VE)  is  a  disease  of  hogs.    It  does  not  affect 
other  farm  animals  or  humens.    Almost  vdthout  exception  each  outbreak  of 
can  be  traced  to  hogs  fed  on  raw  garbage.    Because  of  this  connection, 
25  States  havo  e:iacted  lav;s  or  regulations  requiring  the  cooking  of  garbage 
and  15  other  States  are  cu.rr^ntly  considering  such  measures  in  an  efi'ort  to 
eradicate  X'E  and  other  eninal  diseases*    Additional  control  laeasures  pro- 
posed by  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  but  not  yet  put  into  force,  include 
new  restrictions  on  movement  of  garbage-fed  hogs  across  State  lines.  Also 
proposed  is  that  Federal  inde:.inities  be  refused  after  June  1  in  any  out- 
break associsted  with  the  feeding  of  raxi  garbage  or  in  case  of  noncompliance 
vdth  quarantine  or  other  sanitation  requirements* 

VE,  which  has  existed  in  California  for  20  years  or  so,  first  showed 
up  outside  that  State  only  10  months  ago#    Since  that  time  it  has  appeared 
in  40  States  although  never  in  that  many  .at  the  same  time*    I'any  States 
have  been  able  to  eradicate  the  infection  but  some  have  become  reinfected 
BX:.d  the  disease  has  continued  to  spread  into  other  States*    At  mid- April 
parts  of  16  States  were  under  Federal  quarantine.    Up  "to  that  time  approxi- 
mately 138  thousand  infected  sv/ine  had  been  slaughtered  and  processed 
through  the  Federal- State  cooperative  program  and  an  additional  58  thou- 
sand infected  hogs  awaited  liquidation*    Since  the  disease  dees  not  affect 
huinsns  in  any  way  the  special,  slaughter  and  processing,  are  to  prevent  the 
spread  of  the  disease  to  other  smne  either  directly  or  indirectly  througli 
the  medium  of  garbage « 

TTTorld  Cattle  and  Sheep 
Fuiiber s "In crease ;1iop^i  Decline 

ITorld  cattle  and  sheep  nmbers  continued  to  increase  during  the  past 
year  but  hog  numbers  declined  moderately,  according  to  recent  estimates  of 
the  Foreign  Agricultural  Service  of  the  United  States  Department  cf  Agri- 
culture.   The  relatively  irore  favorable  returns  from  beef  cattle  and  sheep 
in  recent  years  encouraged  grovrers  to  expand  their  herds  and  flocks  to  re- 
cord levels.    Relatively  plentiful  supplies  of  other  m.eats  and  less 
attractive  hog  prices  during  1952  led  to  a  small  decline  in  hog  numbers 
from  the  record  vrorld  level  of  January  1,  1952, 

The  num.ber  of  cattle  in  the  world  at  the  beginning  of  1953  is  esti- 
mated at  845  nillion  iiead,  up  2  percent  over  a  yer.r  earlier  and  14  percent 
above  the  1936-40  average.    The  number  nas  increased  in  each  of  the  past  7 
years  and  seems  likely  to  increase  again  in  1953*    Estimates  by  countries 
show  that  the  expansion  during  1952  was  ne-.rly  v;orld  v;ide  although  North 
and  South  America  .mde  relatively  greater  gains  bhan  other  na.jvor  producing 
countries*    The  most  pronounced  increases  from  pre-v/ar • levels  are  47  percent 
in  Africa,  33  percent  in  North  America  and  32  percent  in  South  America* 

The  moderate  increase  during  1952  lifted  the  world  sheep  total  to 
approximately  G17  million  head  at  the  beginning-  of  tliis  year*     In  the 
ma.jor  producing  countries  sraall  declines  in  Argentina  and  the  United  States 
were  more  than  offset  by  sli'^ht  gains  elsev/here©    Favorable  wool  prices 
v/ill  probably  encourage  additional  increases  during  1953  but  tlie  rise  may 
be  limited  by  competition  with  cattle  for  available  pastures  and  feed 
supplies*    Compared  with  the  years  just  before  the  v/ar,  sheep  numbers  are 
up  most  in  South  American  countries. 
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J  lis  niimber  .  of  hogs  in  the  world  is  ciirrsntl^r  estimated  "by  the 
Pbreigi  \gricultural  Service  at  301  million- head,  CQ\m  2  percent  from  last 
year's  rocord.    This  was  the  first  decline  since  1946  but  the  number  is 
still  4  percent  aoo"ve  '  1936-40r.    Although  there  v/ere  some  increases  last 
year  in  Europe,  Asia  and  South  Air'srioa  the  rate  of  Increase  there  has 
slov/ed  and  v/as  not  large  eno">gh  to  offset  decreases  in  other  major 
countries i  partio  >.iar\y  the  United  Ststes  and.  Canada-    .  ■•  . 

Canned  Meat  Produchion 
Dqv,ti"  in  195'2    —  ^- 

Production  of  cenned  meat  decreased  in  1952  from  1951*  Because 
military  takings  were  dovm,  the  supply  available  to  civiliens  actually 
increased  (table  ':.■)  - 

B=OREIGM  TRA.DE        Ll^/ESTOCK  ATO  T..IEAT 

Tables  7  end  8  suinr-'arize  data  . on  foreign  trade  in  cattle  and  meat 
for  recent  yearsc 

Canada  ana  I^exico  have  in  effect  alternated  as  sources  of  cattle 
imports.    From  reoembor  27,  1946  to  Septeir'ber  1,  1952  imports  from  Mexico 
"ivere  out  off  bec;au3e  of  foot-and-mouth  disease-o    During  this  period,  Canada 
sent  in  consid?rable  ni^bers  until  in  February  1952  it  also  was  banned 
from  the  Unitcl  States  ^narket  due  to  an  outbreak  of  the  same  disease  there* 
Now  tr:  de  is  ^-em.itted  with  both  'iexico  and  Canada,     Imports  from  each 
country  will  probably  be  smaller  than  formerly*    prices  of  cattle  in  the- 
United  3tate j  have  declined,  making  the  United  States  market  less,  attraot- 
tive.    AlsOj  movement  oub  of  Canada  will  be  held  do-ivn  because  herds  there 
are  bein-;  rf)built  and  the  exportable  surplus  is  not  large,,    l.iovement  of 
cattle  into  the  I'nited  States  from  I.exico  is  limited  by  Mexican  Government 
quotas*. 

Less  beef  but  more  pork  v;as  received  from  foreign  sources  in  1952 
than  the  previous  year  (table  8),    There  was  a  net  reduction  in  beef  im- 
ports due  to  closing  the  Canadian  border.,    The  60  million  pounds  from  New 
Zealand  were  less  tlian  had  been  received  from  Canada  the  previous  year. 
Less  came  in  from  Argont.ina,  but  sli,^htly  inore  from  I.iexico* 

Imports  of  pork  v/ere  up  a  little  but  v;ere  still  only  half  the  size 
of  exports  and  shipip.ents,  v;hich  also  increased* 

RA:riv  OF  STATES  IH  JIVEGTGCK  I^U^IBERS  AND  PRODUCTION 

Tables  9,  10  and  11  repeat  a  tabulation  provided  in  previous  years 
ranking  the  Sto.tes  according  to  livestock  numbers  and  production<  Listed 
are  numbers  for  5  categories  of  livestock  on  farms  January  1;  for  pig  .  . 
cropsj  and  for  livev/ei^^ht  of.  production  on  farms*     (For  further  explana- 
tion;  see  this  Situation  for  Lay  1951  and  Ilarch-April  1952*)  - 
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Table  5«-  Production,  price  and  income  from  wool. 
United  States,  1945-52 


Year  s 

►      Number  s 
t  shorn  1/  i 

Weiffht 

■J-  ^  v>  w  w  ^ 

• Pr oduoti  on  * 

2     of    RVlOfTi  • 

•       v/ool  i 

Price 

Cash 
*  receipts 

Productio]^ 
of  nulled 

Y/OOl 

OGIi  US 

X ,UUU    QOX • 

X  ,  0\J\J    X  u  • 

wO  f  !  OO 

7  Q*? 
/  (90 

"^(^7  Q7ft 

ou ( J  y  /  0 

1 9S  Q7n 

70  i^OO 

1946  ; 

i  34,647 

8oll 

280,908 

42o3 

118,605 

61,300 

1947  1 

30,953 

8a2 

251,425 

42,0 

105,654 

56,600 

1948  J 

28,649 

8,09 

231,770 

49c2 

114;055 

46,600 

1949  J 

26,382 

8*07 

212,899 

49.4 

105,223 

35^600 

1950  J 

!  26,387 

8,16 

215,422 

62.1 

133,729 

32,400 

1951  3 

27,357 

8.24 

225,545 

97,0 

218,832 

25,900 

1952  J 

28,172 

8,25 

232,373 

3/53  e  3 

123,873 

53,600 

1/  Includes  sheep  shorn  at  cramercial  feeding  yards » 

Average  price  for  the  marketing  season  April  through  March  received  by 
Farmers, 

3/  preliminary*    Includes  an  allov;ance  for  v.'ool  under  loan* 


Table  6»-  Mohair:  Production  and  value  for  7  leading  States,  1945-52  l/ 


!       Number  : 

Average 

1    Production  : 

Price 

• 

9 

Year  1 

t         goats  : 

clip  per 

!                   of  J 

per 

:  Value 

clipped  2/  : 

goat 

:       mohair  j 

pound 

Thousands 

pounds 

1;000  Ibsc 

Cents 

1,000  dol. 

1945  j 

1  4,291 

5.1 

22,008 

55»3 

12,180 

1946  J 

3,939 

4.9 

19,282 

61,1 

11,783 

1947,  J 

1  3,672 

5e0 

16,225 

53.6 

9,772 

1948  J 

3,164 

5«1 

15,972 

45,4 

7,251 

1949  J 

1  2,558 

5.1 

12,959 

46c3 

6,001 

1950  J 

2,530 

5.2 

13,245 

76,0 

10,062 

1951  , 

2,475 

5.2 

12,888 

118.0 

15,183 

1952  1 

2,268 

5.3 

12,116 

96,2 

11,660 

1/  Seven  leading  States  are  Hissouri,  Texas,  Hew  Ij'exico,  Arizona,  Utah, 
Oregon  and  California r. 

2/  In  States  where  goats  are  clipped  t^-dce  a  y3ar  the  number  clipped  is 
The  sum  of  goats  and  kids  clipped  in  the  snring  and  kids  clipped  in  the 
fall. 


IIAHCH-APRIL  1953 


-  16  • 


Table  7.-  Imports  of  cattle  from  Canada  and  I'exifSc,,  1939  to  date 

From  Canada 


Year 


1939 
1940 
1941 

1942  1/ 

1943  " 
1944 
1945 
1946 
1947 
1948  2/ 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952  3/ 


1939 
1940 
1941 
1942 
1943 
1944 

1945  i 

1946  4/3 

1947  5/ 1 

1948  i 

1949  J 

1950  : 

1951  t 
19  52  6/ J 


Dutiable  Cattle 


700  Dounds  and  over 


Cows  for* 
dairy  * 


Other 


purpose 


Head 


Ho?.d 


Total 


Head 


Under  700  pounds 


Under 

200 
pounds 

"Head 


*  200  to  • 

;      699  • 

Total  ' 

•  pounds  ' 

Head 


Head 


8,570 

172 , 753 

181,323 

81,832 

11,229 

93,061 

9,595 

125,004 

134,599 

74,681 

10^076 

84,757 

13,387 

160,216 

165,603 

62,419 

10,192 

72,611 

19,509 

115,475 

134,984 

53,015 

9,033 

62,048 

34,764 

211 

34,975 

5,986 

1,317 

7,303 

33,-624 

164 

53,788 

5,551 

1,038 

6,589 

43,919 

77 

43,996 

8,427 

1,535 

9,962 

64,737 

182 

64,919 

9,345 

3,113 

12,458 

43,912 

95 

44,007 

7,642 

1,372 

9,014 

84,275 

214,645" 

298,920 

23,571 

96,335 

119,906 

49,061 

194,916 

243,977 

41,535 

126,614 

168,149 

46,591 

173,000 

219,591 

38,985 

179,709 

213,394 

35,600 

117,455 

153,055 

15, 609 

51,103 

66,712 

4,636 

4,244 

8,880 

714 

968 

_  1,68^2 

From  I 

exico 

0 

55,232 

55,232 

33,259 

390,074 

423,333 

0 

44,715 

44,715 

29,921 

336,207 

366,128 

0 

54,2o3 

54,253 

39,776 

402,120 

441,896 

57 

64,575 

64,632 

13,503 

377,407 

390,910 

170 

77,309 

77,479 

8,283 

50i;592 

509,875 

0 

25,531 

25,531 

310 

275,259 

275,569 

62 

41,917 

41,979 

1,315 

392,132 

393,447 

1,348 

25,714 

27,062 

708 

410,552 

411,260 

0 

792 

792 

0 

638 

638 

«p 

!  Breed-: 

Total  :  ing  : 

dutiable:  cattle: 

cattle  t  (free) : 

:  : 


Total 
cattle 


Head 

274,384 
219,356 
236,214 
197,032 
42,278 
40,377 
53,958 
77,377 
53,021 
418,826 
412,126 
438,285 
219,767 
10,562 


478,565 
410,843 
496,149 
455,542 
587,354 
301,100 
435,426 
438,322 
1,430 


Head 


Head 


9,599  283,983 
12,904  232,260 
16,139  252,353 
16,107  213,139 
22,369  64,647 
16,748  57,125 
22,163  76,121 
41,919  119,296 
293869  82,890 
42,853  461,679 
21,332  433,458 
22,610  460,895 
19,120  238,887 

2,222  12,784 


0 

B 

0 

u 

4^ 
C 
? 
0 
0 

H 

C! 

<i 
0 

u 

e 


267  478; 832 
602  411,446 
235  496,384 
81  455,623 
582  587,936 
26  301,126 
9  435,435 
152  438,474 
1,430 


2,381    43,617  45,998 


96 


81,185    81,281  127,279 


-  127,279 


1/  "'Exports  from  C  enada  res^Tctad~by"  that  country  be  ginning"  June  15 ,  1 9 42  • 

Canadian  restrictions  lifted  August  16,  1948. 
3/  Imports  prohibited  beginning  February  15,  1952,  due  to  outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth 
"Sfisease  in  Canada e 

4/  Imports  prohibited  beginning  Decenber  27,  1946  due  to  outbreak  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  in  :;exico» 

5/  Cattle  imports  shown  in  1947  actually  entered  the  United  States  in  Decejaber  1946 
aifter  the  customs  office  closed  their  bookse 
6/  Imports  resumed  September  1,  1952* 

Foreign  Agricultural  Service.    Compiled  from  Foreign  Commerce  and  Navigation  of  the 
United  States  and  official  records  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census© 


-  17  - 


•Xi 


CJ  -P 

m  u  9) 

O  OJ 

o  > 

H  w  3 
©  +>  a* 

rH  © 

c5  g  -P 

O  .H  £>0 
>5  -H 

CO  0) 


w 

(D 
•H 

O 

•H 
)h 
U 

® 
-P 

O 

-P 

m 

;^ 


05 
-P 
o 

G-i 


O 

H 


) 


>4 

-P 
O 


* 


o  to 

CM  W 


rH  rH 


CD  00 

to 

rH. 


CO  t- 
rH  ^ 


«V3  CN? 

to 


I 

r  4 

^ ! 
o  j 
o 


w 
-P 

o 

p. 

til 


o  ^  rJ 


o 


03 


rH  CVJ 
•  • 

O  rH 


n 


p  .H 


n 
Q 


pa 


©  rH 
U 

£r*  © 

-P 

O 


ai 
oi 

o 


■p 

o 

o 
p4 


© 
rH 

O 


o  I 
GO 

rO 

rH 

• 

«H 
H 


I  I 
t  I 


to  to 

CO  Oi 


CM 

o  o 


CV3  CO 

o  o 


I  I 
I  I 


I  rH 
t  • 

O 


CO  CO 

a  • 

CsJ  CD 
CO  Oi 


CO  O 
•  • 


O  05 

•  • 

CD 

CO  to 


CO 
•  • 

to  00 
CVI 


•  I 

O  I 


00  iH 
•  » 

CO 


I  I 
I  I 


O  rli. 


rH  to 
•  • 


CM  rH 

o  o 


I  I 

I  I 


t  ! 
I  I 


I  i 
I  ( 


•  • 

O  O 


to  l> 


CO 


to  4> 

-P  .cj  . 
U  hO 
O  .H  43 
Oh  p 


to 

C3  C3 


•p  o 

O  >^ 


W    05  CM  1  iH 
>       1  • 

H  ■ 


Eh  eS  © 


CM  CO 
O  rH 


05 
■P 
O 


I  ! 


j> 

CO 
CM 


CM 


r-f 
«H 


© 


© 
-P 

o 


d 

cs5 

rH 
Gi 
© 


W 


1 


1-4 


CO 


CM 


CO 

to' 


•H  j 
O 

o 


o 
o 

© 


1^^ 


!  W  ..  . 


So 


w » 
t  •  ! 


• 


o  ! 


'CO 


CO 


rH 

•rH 


C5 
© 


O 
-P 
-P 


.arHCM«arHCM  rHCM 
lO  U-J       lO  lO  LO 

<0  r-*  r-\  {EirHrH  J-iiHrH 

©  c3  o 
m  fii 


© 

bOrH  CvJ 

CS  LO  lO 

w  o  va> 

CO 


toj 

+> 

© 


03 

•H 

-P 

© 

to 

u 

•  t 

13 
CO 

o 

P4 


U 

© 


to 

H  1 


-P 

O 

o 


©  © 

EH  4^ 

© 


OS 


•■d 

§ 

rH 

o 


CO  CM 
CD  CO 

to 


O  <0 
»  * 

CO  CM- 
O 

to  CM. 


CO  CO 
•  • 

CO  CD 


CO 

I  o 

I  U3 


o  • 

(fl  CD 
^  U3 


•  9 

CO  CD, 
iH  rH 


r-<  t>- 

o 


I  I 

I  ( 


I  <, 

lo 

|rH 

to 

s  1 

O  1 

« 

CO 

rH 

1  1 

[■H 

1  1 

1  ^ 

CO] 

rH  'vM 

-i  « 

'rH  , 

CM  rH 

'h' 

ii  ""1  1 

CO 

IS  CO 


l>  CM 
•  0 

CO  CO 


t-  CM 
.  •  o 

iO  CO 


to 

O  I 
I 


1^  I 
I  I 


I  I 
1  ) 


I.  .1 
I  I 


I  I 
I  I 


I  I 

i  I 


CM 


r-1  CM 
LO 


O  O 
e  • 

OS  CM 
CO 


rH  O) 
rH 


t  I 
I  I 


I  I 
I  I 


I  I 
t  t 


I  t 

I  I 


<H  ^ 

LO  <J> 


CM  ai 

*  b 

CO 


C  J  CO 
«  • 

<D  O 
«H  CM 


Sj<  to 
'  •  <» 
CM  CO 
CM  rH 


o 

4'> 
4> 


CD  O 
CM  «3 
lO  '=d^ 


t-  CO 
•  « 

CO  O 
CO  CM 

CO  to 


CO  cr> 
to  o 

CM  CO 


CO  <o 
*  • 

o  o 

U5 


"sii  lO 

CO  o 
LO 


CO  to 

rH  rH 


•  ,» 

rH 

^  O 
rH  rH 


rH^ 
«  • 

lO  Oi 


I 

H 

© 

© 
O 

o 

to 

o 
a, 

H 

o 

© 

H 

OS 

a< 

jj) 

'a 


o 

to 

■0 

w 

!<H 

to 

M 

H 

(h 

li 


Lf  J  O) 
a  • 

rj<  00 


CM  CO 
•  • 

CO  O 

rH  Cvl 


CM  O) 
•  ■» 

CD 

o  i-i 


o 

1^ 

l-p 
o 

;0 
4> 

CO 

hp 
d 
© 

H 


c3  rH  CM  o3  rH  CM 
LO  u:3      LO  LO 

<iH  Oi  CD  ^-cn  cn  ^ 

©  rH  rH  t-'  rH  rH  U 

©  S-  •  '  O 

m  fin 


•8 

I 

rH  CM 
LO  lOrH 
Oi  0-)  gJ 
rH  rH4J 
O 
EH 


rH  CO 

LO  lO 

05  cn 

rH  rH 


CO 

CO 
© 

\^ 

Is 


«» 

XJCh  • 
©'CJ 

(0  ©  © 

■040 

•V)  OS 
©  to  g 

$H  tO.H 
3  ©45 
OrH  W 
©  © 

©  O  CO 

T3^4)  : 

rH  ©  O 

O  FJ  S  ■ 
^  O  (Xi 
M  CO-H  • 

^  to 
v^^^co  © 

^  fci-^jP 
ocfi^te 
.f-i  ip 

•4>  •  CO- 

tQ.H'^ 
JL,Xi  ®  I 
© 

-P  flJ  S-P 

O      Q..H  ' 

O     •  ©  rCj  I 

•H  to  bDJJ  I 

-p  a  . 

^.  5  «iH  I 
©  OrH  01 

Its  S 

O  •'.H 

to  4> 

•^©4^03; 

ffl4>  5^  W) 
CO  to  ©  -H 
•H.H'H  t> 
t>rHT3  03 

©  © 

rH  fiOTJl 

rH  e3'H  asi 

4^rH 

.c;  rs  ©  © 

•H  ©  03  Jh 

r-i  pi-;  to  <D 
to      3  E! 

43  o 

to 

M  «■  © 
.  StJ'ci 

•H  ©  , 
•X)  .HrH 
SU<*H  O 

O-ri  «  _ 
o  to\,. 

8^  trflO  Is 

^•-^  o 
•xi  o  •  u 

©  13 

-P  ©  0^ 

J3  UA^  ^ 
P  i<0  U  © 
OrH 
O  ^  PvH 

o  ©  g  a. 

tO.H 
©  rH  5 

©  to  CJ 

C3  03 

^■♦^  ^ 

C3  O  ^ 

43  fl    •>  bO 
CJ      "XJ  .,-! 
'C3  to  ©  © 
+143  js 

CM  «  ; 

10  ©  O  43 
05  g  p<  o 

rH  © 

CM  id 


d 

•H 
© 

O 


03  © 
OH-3 
03 
U 
©  c3 


O 

p^ 


'  uxi  P<4> 
t>,0  4^©  Oi 


O  to  o 


I 


iiARCiri- APRIL  19  53 


-  18  - 


Table    9.-  Rank  of  States  in  numbsr  of  cattlo  ar.d  calves  on  farms  January  1,  1953 


Rank; 


All  cattle  and  calves 

-  ' 

Siiato"  [T  TT'umber 

Thousands 
~' 8,853 


•  Texas 
i  Iowa  *  c , , . 
t  Nebraska  • 
J  Ivan  Gas  c  . 
; .  Wisconsin 

•  i'  issouri  . 
i  Illinois  » 

Minnesota 
California 
Oklahoma  s 
-S.  Dakota 
Ohio  ..... 
Yew  York  . 
Montana  • • 
Colorado 
Michigan  > 
Indiana  • • 
Pennsylvania 
?  Mississippi 
Kentucky  • 
Tennessee  . 
Louisiana 
N.  Dakota  • 
Alabpjua  .  - , 
Florida  ... 
Arkar:sas 
Virr;inia 
Oregon  • c . • 
Georgia  r • , 
iTeiA)  ;  exico 
Idaho  . . , : . 
17yoning  .... 
Washington 
Arizona 
W.  Carolina 
Utah 
Nevada 

■Maryland  <, » 
S. "Carolina 
Vemiont  • . . 
1  ;aine  . , .  ♦ , 
Ne-";r  Jersey 
T'.Iassachusett 
Connecticut 
ITev/  Ha-npsh.lr 
Delaware  ^. , . 
Rhode  Island 
United  States  total 


.  •  •  c  a 


Virginia 


311 


1^742 


i    Bsef^  cattle  a 
I  'rotai 
:  "state 

Texas 
Iowa  • • • • 
Nebraska 
Kansas 
Ilissouri 
S.  Dakota 
Illinois 
Oklahoma 
laontana  . 
California 
Colorado  . 
.Minnesota 
Florida 
Loui  siana 
New  rexioo 
Wj'oming  . , 
N.  Dakota 
Indiana  •  r. 
Oregon  • = , 
Llississipp: 
Ala.brma  •• 
Kentucky  . 
Arizona  «• 
Idaho 

Ohio  : . . . . 
Tennessee 
Arkansas  • 
Georgia  .. 
Virginia 
Washington 
Nevada  • t • 
Utaii  •  •  • . . 
iiichigan  o 
VsJisconsin 
Pennsylvania 
v;.  Virginia 
N.  Caroli2ia 
S.  Carolina 
New  York  . . 
T  'aryland  • . 

i'aino  

Vemont  . . . 
Nev/  Jersey 
Dela-i'are.  ,  m 
Iiassachusetts 
Connecticut  . 
New  Hampsliire 
Rhode  Island 


nd  calves  (Cattle  "not  "for  milk") 

:B"eef  ccv.s  2  years  and  over 
ifuriberj  ;  ..  State 

Thousands 
'7, 20*1    Texas  .... 


Nebraska 
Kansas 
Oklahoma 
S«  Dakota 
Montana  • 
Missouri 
lov/a  5 ,  •  r 
California 
Colorado 
Florida  • c  o 
Louisiana  « 
New  Mexico- 
Illinois  •• 
Wyoming  • , . 
I  ississippi 
Alabama  c  ^ . 
Arizona  c*. 
N,  Dakota  e 
Oregon 
Arkansas  «. 
Kentucky  c - 
.Georgia  . .  .> 
Nevada  •  • .  °. 
Idaho  ..,.« 
Virginia 
Tennessee 
Indiana.  , . . 
Minnesota  * 
Utah  ...... 

Washington 

Ohio  ^ 

Wi  Virginia  ... 
Nf.  Carolina  <: 
S.  Carolina  . 
Michigan  « • ^ . 
Pennsylvania 
■'is  con  sin  c . , 
•Maryland  . , .  r 
Nev;  York  .  . . 
i  :aine  ..*.... 
Delav/are  , .  *  ^ 
Vermont 
New  Hampshire 
I.^assachu  setts 
New  Jersey  •» 
Connecticut 
Rhode  Island 


:  Number 
ho  u  sands 


227^015' 


UiS-65 
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Table  10 Rank  of  States  in  mxriiber  of  milk  cows  and  shaep  on  farms  January 

1953  and  pigs  saved  1952 


1, 


Milk  cows  2  years 
and  over 


State 


•   A    *    •    •  • 


•  •    •    C  • 


Y^igQonsin 
t'innesota 
Neyr  York 
Iowa 
Texas 
Ohio 

-i.ilSsourx  « 
Pennsylvanx 

lilcjiigan 

Illionis  .. 

California 

Tennessee  . 

.Kentucky  , . 

Indiana  ... 

Mississippi 


Kansa  s  • o  •  • « 

.Oklahoma  «  . . 
Virginia 
Arkansas  . 
Nebraska 
Alabana  • • . « 

Dakota , 
N.  Carolina 
Georgia 
S»  Dakota 

Louisiana  .» 
Vemiont  • « . » 
V^ashington  * 
Ilaryland 
Oregon  ..... 

Virginia 
Idah.p  • , , .  0  o 
Cplorado  r. . . 
Se  Carolina 
Florida  ^  *  * , 
t  Nevj-  Jersey  • 
:  Kassachusett 

i  Maine   

:  Conn.ecticut 
\  Utah  ,..»... 

•  Montana  

:  New  Hampshire 
:  New  Mexico 
:  Arizona  . , 
:  Wyoming 
;  pelaw8,re  • 
J  Rhode  Island 
:  Nevada  ...... 

United  States  total 
1/  Total 


J  K^-^nbei'! 

Thousands  . 

2^504^     Texas  . 
,  a     1 454  l-Vyoming 
.    1,439    '  California 


All  sheep  and  l8:^ibs 
Stat'e        ^  ~" 


•014 


1,145 
1,085 
1,019 
989 
963 
931 
857 
701 
681 
671 
594 

580 
'558 
484 
462 
^4o0 

444 
'422 

399 
387- 
'350 
•  349 
'293 
.275. 
255 
.  233. 
226 
222' 

■  182' 
'  168 

■  15B 
155 
126 
122 

"  120 

111 
'  110 
'  "  70 

•  '  '55 

'52 
'  •  50 

•  42 
20 

 17  ■ 

23,996 


Colorado 
Montana  a 
Utah    „ . . 
^  New  IvJexi  c 
Iowa  « • . t 
Ohio  •••• 
Idaho  • • * 
S,  Dakota 
Minnesota 
■assouri 
Nebraska 
Illinois 
Oregon  , , 
L'entucky 
Indiana  . 
Kansas  •• 
'N.  Dakota 

'Nevada  • . 

Michigan 
'Arizona  • 

TYashington 
Virginia 

'Virginia 
"Tennesses  t 
.1^^  scon  sin  , 
pennsyivani 
Nev;  York  , . 
Oklahoma  », 
Louisiana  o 
I'i'ississippi 
No  Carolina 
'  Ilaryland  ^  • . 
Arkansas  .  . 
Iv's.ine  ?  j  *  •  •  • 
Alabama  • • • . 
New  Jersey  ? 
Georgia  * . « . 
liassachusett 
Temont  > .  •  • 
Connecticut 
'New  Ilampshir 
Se  Carolina 
Del  aware  • , . 
Florida  «..« 
Rhode  Island 


:  Number 
Thousands 

2,261' ■ 
2',0b3'  ■ 

i;838  ■ 

1,780 
l',528 
i;419 
1,599 
1,:323 
1,113 
1,084'  ■ 

'971 
'  9  43 
■8^0 
'789 
674  ' 

•  668  • 

•  530  • 

■  523 
'  513 

•505 

•  452 
.  430  . 

•S27 

316 
274 
'   2  73  ' 
254  ' 

■  162  ' 

•  131 

•  122 
83 
■46-  • 

•  42- 

•  ■  23 
2-1 

•  •  14 
13 
11 
10 

9 
9 
4 
3 
3 
2 


Number  pigs 
~"State~^'^' 

Iowa 

Illinois  . . . 

Indiana  . • • » 

kinnesota. * . 
.     v.i  ssouri  .r 
Ohio  * ,  . .  c  i . 

Nebraska 

'Wisconsin  .'. 
Georgia  '.. ^  e 
Sf  Dakota 

'  Carolina" 

■  Alabama  . . , , 
Tennessee 
Kansas  w  > .  * 

'  'Kentucky  , . 
Texas 

'  Tlichigan  *  c' 
Virginia  ■  * 
Pennsylvania 

'  Oklahoma  •  «• . 
So  Carolina 
Mississippi 


•Florida  . • . . 
Arkansas  ••. 

Louisiana  »• 
Nt  Dakota 

.  California.  » 
Maryland  ••• 
Colorado  . 

'  New  .  York  . .  . 

Fontana  •  • 


Vir?;inia 


I daho  >...•* 
Oregon 
V/a-shington  » 
•New  Jersey  » 
Has  sac}iu  sett 
Utah  0.....:.. 
■.  'yom.ing  .... 
New  j'exico  . 
Delaxvare'  *  • » 
Maine 

Connecticut 
Arizona  .%.* 
Nevada  • . . , . 
Vermont  .... 
New  Plamp shire 
Rhode  Island 


saved  l/ 

:  Nuiaber 

Thousand 
V  19,574 
.  10,302 
o  7,932 
^.,..^,163 
0,524 
4,031 
3,468 
2,670 
2,414 
1,823 
1,757 
1^727 
1,714 

1;688 
1;663 

1,459 
1;193 
1,111 

987 
952 
910 


of  pigs  saved  from  spring  and  fall  pig 


_31,611^ 
crops  o^f 


1952. 
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Table  11.-  Rank  of  States  in  liveweight  of  farm  production 

of  meat  animals,  1952  l/ 


Cattle  and  calves 


State 


  Production 

Mil.  Tb's^' 

Texas  2,285 

Iowa  •   1,821 

Nebraska  1,493 

Kansas  e 1,430 
•Illinois  .  1,139 
Missouri 

Minijesota  ' 
California 

Oklahoma  • . 

S»  Dakota  , 

V/isconsin  , 

Colorada 

llontana  •  <, , 

Ohio 

Indiana 


Sheep  and  lanibs 


Hogs 


State 


Production; 


State 


Production 


Mil*  lbs. 


•       «  c • 


1;045 

953 
888 
867 
680 
624 
577 
546 

Ilichigan  ^  452 


N«  Dakota  • . , 
New  York  • « . , 
Kentucky  . . .. , 
Tennessee 

VJyoming  

Pennsylvania 
Oregon  «••••< 
Arkansas 
Idaho 

New  I  '.exioo 
Mississippi  , 


Alabama  •«•••. 
Louisiana  • • « , 
Virginia  . • • • , 
crashing  ton  « • . 
Arizona  ••«•«. 

Florida  , 

Georgia   < 

Utah  , 

Nevada  ••.«•,< 
W.  Virginia 
N»  Carolina 
Ilaryland  • .  •  •  < 
Vermont 

Carolina  •< 

Haine  •  •  

New  Jersey  • • . 
Connecticut 
Massachusetts 
New  Hampshire 
Delaware  • • • • < 
Rhode  Island  , 
United  States  total 


451 
429 
425 
371 
361 
342 
330 
323 
309 
309 
308 

281 
276 
275 
259 
233 
229 
217 
161 
139 
126 
123 
96 
75 
68 
46 
43 
32 
27 
22 
14 
4 


Texas 

California 
Colorado  o«  •••••»• 
■"/Yyoming  ••«,••••• 
I' lontana 

Idaho  '.«•••..•••• 

Iowa  «••••«  • 

Utah   

Minnesota  •  

Missouri   

Ohio  • .  •  •  9 . » • , . ,  0 
S«  Dake>ta'  •  ^  •  •  •  • « 
Kentucky 

New  I'lexioo  «..••• 
Nebraska 
Illinois  V..., 
Oregon 
Kansas 
Indiana' 
N.  Hakota  •«*< 
Ivlichigan 
Nevada 

''Tashington  ••( 
Virginia 
m  Virginia  •( 
Tennessee  ••«. 
Arizona 
?[i  scon  sin 
Oklahoma 
Pennsylvania  , 
New  York  • • • . < 
J 'aryland  • « •  •  < 
N»  Carolina  «^ 
Ilississippi  «. 
Louisiana 
Maine  (.••••••i 

Arkansas 
Alabama  •  • .  ».•., 
New  Jersey 
Massachusetts 
Connecticut.  , 
Vermont  • • . • • 
New  Eampshiif^ 
Georgia 
Delav/are  ..tf. 
Rhode  Islan4  < 
S,  Carolina 
Florida 


23,491 


116 
100 
100 
87 
84 
78 
71 
65 
58 
54 
52 
49 
46 
46 
45 
44 
39 
37 
28 
25 
21 
20 
20 
19 
19 
16 
15 
15 
8 
8 
6 
2 
2 
2 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 

2/ 
2/ 

 2/ 

1,408 


Mil»  lbs< 
Iowa  »•.••*»•••••»  4,501 
Illinois  •••,.««••  2,394 

Indiana   1,725 

Kinne  sota  «••«••#•  1 , 411 
Missouri  1,314 

Ohio   1,108 

Nebraska -err  962 
Wisconsin  ,»,,..e»  757 
S.  Dakota  575 
Kansas  402 


Georgia 
Texas  •««•«. 
Tennessee  • > 
Kentucky  • • , 
N.  Carolina 
Alabama  • # • . 


....  399- 
383 

. . . •  380 ■ 

361 

....  345 

317 

Michigan  304 

Virginia  244 

Pennsylvania         •  221 

Oklahoma  218 

ilississippi  •*;.••  lit 

S.  Carolina  ••••••  168 

Arkansas  •••••••••  160 

N.  Dakota   •  160 

California 124 

Florida  119 

Louisiana  ••«•••••  114 

Colorado  ••••••••^  33 

Wt?^ n 

I  lontana  •  •  •  • «   63 

W»  Virginia  61 

Idaho  ••••«•«•••*•  53 

Oregon  •••••^••••t  53 

Washington  •••••••  45 

New  Jersey  ••«••'••  29 

Massachusetts  • 9 ••  26 

Utah  ,  •   19 

'i/yommg  •..   18 

llevT  liexioo  17 
Delaware                   '  12 

liaine  ••«•••••••••  10 

Connecticut  •  8 

Arizona  7 

Nevada  6 

Vermont  6 

New  Hampshire  ••••  5 

Rhode  Island  »»» »»  1 

"SoToTJ 


l/  Liveweight  produced  during  year  by  livestock  on  farms.  Preliminary  data. 
Z/  Less  than  500,000  lbs. 
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THE  PHESEIJT  CIlOLS  IN  CATTLE— A  REAPPRAISAL 

by  Harold  Breiiuyer 

ITov/  that  cattle  slai;ghter  is  moving;  rapidly  upward  folloiving  a 
cyclical  expansion  in  production,  the  crucial  question  is  as  to  how  much 
farther  it  mil  go. 

In  the  October  1951  and  Inarch- April  1S52  issues  of  this  Situation., 
projections  of  cattle  nuiiibers  and  beef  supply  ivere  made  for  se-^eral  year's 
ahead,  based  on  the  history  of  previous  cyclest     Those  projections  will 
here  be  reviewed  and  reapprai  sed. 

In  the  projections  published  last  year,  a  cattle  inventory  of  100 

millions  v;as  indioated  for  1955,    /jinual  cattle  and  calf  slau^^hter  for  1955 

xvas  set  at  38 inillion  head,  and  beef  end  veal  consixmption  at  81  pounds. i;er 
per?onj 

Those  projections  still  appenr  accurate  in  a  general  v/ay-.    But  the 
cattle  cycle  has  speeded  up.    It  is  reaching  its  crest  a  little  faster  and 
earlier  then  appeared  likelv  a  year  a^o»    The  original  projected  data  now 
reqviire  a  new  exsninationt 

To  aid  in  a  reappraisal  the  charts  on  iDage  22  were  dravm-.  They 
present  on  a  sirgle  scale  the  record  lor  each  previous  cycle  of  the  niu.iber 
of  cattle  and  calves  on  fan.;s  (upper  chart)  and  the  number  slaughtered  each 
year  (lo"^7er  cliart) ,    For  both  charts  the  low  point  in  inventories  is  taken 
as  the  first  year  of  eoch  cycles     The  first  up-  and  dovm-siving  in  numbers 
that  is  charted  began  in  1896  end  ended  in  1912;  the  next  was  in  1912-28^, 
follo'Ted  by  1928-33  and  1958-49;  and  then  c^jae  the  6:^:0  an  si  on  that  began  in 
1949,    The  Chart  reveals  the  marked  siailarity  in  cycles  in  inventory  nimi- 
bers,  particularly  in  the  e:-:pansion  phase ^    Previous  periods  of  expansion 
have  varied  from  6  to  8  years  in  len,jth.    Numbers  have  declined  over 
periods  lasting  fron  4  to  10  yearsc 

Cyclical  trends  in  slaughter  have  been  less  uniform  than  those  in 
nujiibers;.    Yet  a  general  pattern  recurs*     Slaughter  ordinarily  dips  to  a 
low  at  about  the  second  or  third  year  of  the  cycle,  when  numbers  on  farms 
begin  to  make  big  strides  upward.    A  little  later,  v/hen  the  larger  eow 
herd  has  begun  to  produce  m.ore  calves,  slaughter  itself  starts  bo  riser 
Slaughter  reaches  its  high  point  a  little  after  the  peak  in  numbers  on 
farms  has  passed,  though  the  exact  position  varies  from  cycle  to  cycle« 

In  the  present  cycle,  numbers  on  farr;'S  liave  been  clr'-mbing  since 
1949,    The  rate  of  slaughter  is  now  on  the  upgrade,  and  mjiiibers  on  fDrias 
ere  increasing  et  a  much  slower  pace  than  heretofore.    In  fact,  it  would  be 
possible  for  slaughter  to  be  large  enougn  in  1953  to  halt  co^iipletely  the 
expaiasion  in  inventory  number Sj    The  miost  likely  prospect  nevertheless  is 
for  numbers  to  clim.b  a  little  more,  to  around  96  or  97  mdllion  head  next 
January  1  and  to  a  peak  of  98  or  9S  million  the  following  January  (table  13). 
This  projection  corresponds  to  the  behavior  cf  previous  cycles,  as  riay  be 
seen  from  the  upper  chart.    Also,  it  is  consistent  with  the  siiarplj^  in- 
creased slaughter  of  steers  and  heifers  this  year  but  only  moderately 
increased  slaughter  of  cows..    Not  until  cow  slaughter  rises  substantially 
will  total  cattle  n^jnbers  turn  dovm* 
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CATTLE  ON  FARMS,  BY  CYCLES 

MIL.  HEAD 


100 


1936-49 


1912-28 


♦  year  of  cycle,  SeC/NN/NG  FKOM  LOW  IH  NUMBERS  ON  FARMS. 
U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  NEG.  49084  -XX     BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 


CATTLE  SLAUGHTER,  BY  CYCLES 

MIL.  HEAD 


10 


0 


1938-49 


— r/7i\  1928-38, 

/i^^--;  


1912-28 


/ 


1896-1912* 


11 


13 


15 


17 


YEAR^ 


TOTAL  SLAUGHTER  OF  CATTLE  AND  CALVES. 
PCDATA  FOR  1896-98  NOT  AVAILABLE.  OyeAR  OF  CYCLE,  BEGINNIHG  FROM  LOW  IN  NUMBERS  ON  FARMS. 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


NEG.  49085 -X  X      BUREAU  OF  AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMICS 
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Table  12.-  Number  of  cattle  on  farms,  nu^nber  slaughtered,  and  beef  supply, 

1947-52  and  forecast  for  1953 


I  NuinberH 

!  : 

Av#  dre'ssed  "s 

Beef 

and 

\  Beef 

and  V 

sal 

1  cattle  • 

1            Number-  • 

weight  per  ; 

•    and  J 

!        slaughtered  : 

head  \ 

veal 

consumed 

Year  j 

1  calves  , 

slaughtered  j 

produced 

per 

person 

on  farms ! 

:           Tcat'tle : 

• 
• 

:Beei 

January 

cattle ; Calves:  and  : 

Cattle : Calve  s « 

Beef  : 

Veal  1 

Beef  s 

Veal 

:  and 

1 

:           : calve S: 

— .  ™  \ 

• 

:veal 

1,000  T,"^0  1,0US' 

"mTi^ 

Mil. 



] 

head 

head     head  head 

Lb ,      Lb  >. 

lb. 

lb. 

Lb^ 

LK 

Lb. 

1  1947  J 

or\  CCA 

'  80, 554 

22,404  13,726  36,130 

466  117 

10,432 

1,605 

68,6 

10.7 

79.3 

!  1948  s 

77,171 

19,177  12,378  31,555 

473  115 

9,075 

1,425 

62.2 

9.4 

71.6 

i  1949  • 

76,830 

18,765  11,398  30,163 

503  117 

9,439 

1^334 

63.0 

8.8 

71.8 

i  1950  ! 

77,963 

18,624  10,504  29,128 

512  117 

9,538 

1,230 

62*5 

7.9 

70.4 

1  1951  ; 

82,025 

17,100    8,913  26,013 

517  117 

8,843 

1,061 

55*2 

6.6 

61.8 

1952  . 

87 J  844 

18,566    9,390  27,956 

2/519  2/125 

9^628 

1,170 

61.0 

7.1 

68.1 

1  1953  l/; 

93,696 

22,000  11,000  33,000 

508  126 

11,200 

1,380 

70 

8 

78. 

17  Number  on  farms  is  preliminary  estimate;  all  other  values  are  forecast's 
F/  Estimate*    Actual  v/eight  not  yet  reported. 


Table  13«-  Projections  based  on  "normal"  cycle, for  number  of  cattle  on  farr.is, 

number  slaughtered  and  beef  supply,  1954-58  l/ 


Year  ! 

\  NuiTiber 
1  cattle 
and 
calves 

:  Number 

J         slaughtered  < 

:  \ 

!  Av»  dresse'd  < 
1    weight  per  \ 
1  head 
I  slaughtered  < 

'    Beef  and  ' 
'  veal 
'  produced 

'      Beef  and  veal 
'  consumed 
'      per  person 

on  farms 

\           :  :Cattle' 

• 

:Beef 

January: Cattle: Calves:  and  < 

[Cattle 'Calves 

!  Beef  J 

Veal  ! 

I  Beef 

;  Veal 

:  and 

1 

•           :            : calves 

sveal 

'  1,000 

lyOOO    1,000  1,000 

Hil. 

!  head 

head      head  head 

Lb. 

Lb^ 

lb. 

Ibt 

Lb  0 

Lb^ 

Lb^ 

1954  i 

'  97,000 

23,200  12,000  35,100 

495 

127 

11,500 

1,525 

71 

9 

80 

1955  1 

1  99,000 

24,250  13,450  37,700 

485 

128 

11,800 

1,725 

72 

10 

82 

1956  J 

!  99,000 

25,250  14,850  40,100 

480 

126 

12,100 

1,875 

73 

11 

84 

1957  ■ 

>  97,000 

25,200  15,100  40,300 

475 

124 

12,000 

1,875 

71 

11 

82 

1958  J 

94,500 

24,550  14,650  39,200 

480 

122 

11,800 

1,800 

70 

10 

80 

Projections  based  entirely  on  chart's  of  past  cycles  shovm  on  page  22  .  That  is, 
They  show  the  approximate  level  of  slaughter  and  beef  supply  to  be  expected  if  num- 
bers on  farms  continue  upward  in  1953  and  1954,  completing  a  typical  6- year  cyclical 
upswing,  and  then  decline  later.    They  are  based  on  a  forecast  of  35  million  head  of 
cattle  and  calves  slaughtered  in  1953,  18  percent  more  than  in  1952.    As  slaughter 
to  date  has  been  m.ore  than  20  percent  above  1952,  a  year-total  of  more  than  33  mil- 
lion is  a  real  possibility. 
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Selected  Prloe  Statistios  for  Heat  Animals  l/ 


Item 


Unit 


:  Jan.-Karoh  Av. 
:  i 

1952    :  1955 
i 


Cattle  and  oalTes  :  . 

Beef  steers,  slaughter  Zj  tDollars  per 

Chioago ,  Prime  .......:] 

Choioe   .>.«•.  : 

Good  .'  

Commercial  

Utility  

All  grades  : 

Omaha,  all  grades  { 

Sioux  City,  all  grades   .: 

Cows,  Chioago  Zf  i 

Commeroial  ..^  •  r  m  t 

Utility  : 

Canner  end  Cutter  ; 

Vealers,  choice  and  Prime,  Chioago  «  t 

Stooker  and  feeder  steers,  Kansas  City  ..: 

Price  received  by  farmers  : 

Beef  cattle   t 

Veal  calves  ..«•••.■.•....•.••..»  t 

t 

Hogs  X 
Barrows  and  gilts  t 
Chicago  » 

160~180  pounds  : 

180-200  pounds  : 

200-220  pounds   > 

220-240  pounds  .'  : 

240-270  pounds  : 

270-300  pounds  

All  weights  ....»..: 

Eight  markets  3^  ..t 

Sows ,  Chicago  ..i  t 

Price  received  by  farmers  .....t 

Hog-oom  price  ratio  ^  t 

Chicago,  barrows  and  gilts  i 

Price  received  by  farmers,  all  hogs 


Sheep  and  lambs  t 
Sheep  : 
Slaughter  ewes.  Good  and  Choioe,  Chioago  ... •: 

Price  received  by  farmers  t 

Lambs  s 
Slaughter,  choice  and  Prime,  Chioago  .  ......  t 

Feeding,  Good  and  Choice,  Qinaha  

Prloe  received  by  farmers  ......b.....  


4o. 
do. 

do. 
do. 
do. 


All  meat  emimals  t 
Index  number  prioe  received  by  feurmers  » 
(1910-14-100)  I 

:  • 

Ueat  I 

Wholesale,  Chioago  /  iDollars  per 

Steer  beef  carcass.  Choice,  60U-600  pounds  2^:100  pounds 

do. 


Lamb  oaroass,   Choioe,  30-40  pounds  : 

Composite  hog  products,  including  lard  : 

72.84  pounds  fresh  : 

Average  per  100  pounds  t 

71.32  pouhds  fresh  and  oured  t 

Average  per  100  pounds  ,.t 

Index  number  meat  prioe s  (BLS)  t 
TWholesale  (1947-49=100)   i 


Dollars 
do. 
do. 

do. 


pounds 

1  37.14 

28.76 

37.58 

27.42 

24.75 

OO. 

t  34. DO 

Zo.OO 

*0  A  AO 

do. 

!  31.84 

22.28 

31.54 

22.05 

20.85 

do. 

(  28  .-se— 

19.94 

28.17 

19.67 

19.03 

do. 

>  26.19 

17.50 

25.58 

17.20 

17.18 

do. 

1  53.81 

23.81 

33.41 

23.41  • 

21.98 

do. 

t  32.38 

21.77 

31.90 

21.64 

20.67 

do. 

1  32.09 

21.72 

31.49 

21.55 

20.48 

do. 

r  24.09 

15.64 

24.29 

15.56 

15.64 

do. 

(  21.89 

14.58 

22.07 

14.52 

14.50 

do. 

r  19.09 

13.09 

19.26 

13.23 

12.96 

do. 

r  37.60 

30.87 

37.80 

32.58 

2  8. -90 

do. 

!  31.75 

21.28 

31.99 

20*91 

21.19 

do. 

\  27.40 

18.77 

27.50 

18.80 

17.80 

17.30 

do. 

1  31.03 

21.83 

31.70 

22.50 

20.60 

19.60 

do. 

1  17.00 

19.28 

16.59 

19.54 

.20.10 

do. 

I  17.89 

20.02 

17.22 

20.07 

20.94 

do. 

r  17.93 

20.04 

17.56 

20.08 

21.00 

do. 

(  17.66 

19.89 

17.15 

19.92 

20.94 

do. 

t  17.19 

19.58 

16.78 

19.64 

20.78 

do. 

t  16.71 

19.17 

16.54 

19.24 

20.49 

do. 

r  17.30 

19.60 

16.77 

19.72 

20.78 

do. 

t  17.06 

19.49 

16.71 

'  19.65 

20.62 

do. 

1  15.12 

17.22 

15.11 

17.15 

18.65 

do. 

1  17.10 

19.10 

16.70 

19.50 

20.20 

20.70 

do. 

1  9.3 

12.5 

9.1 

12.7 

15.5 

do.  ! 

t  10.3 

13.1 

10.1 

15.5 

15.8 

14.2 

14.74 
13.30 

28.24 

26.87 

575 


55.26 
1^4.15 


9.50 
8.55 

22.65 
20.45 
25.53 


SOS 


40.60 
45.22 


14.56 
15.20 

26.96 

25.60 

572 


54.64 
^55.00 


9.73. 
8.56 

22.66 
20.01 
20.40 


305 


59.^6 
42.50 


10.26 
8.69 

23.18 
20.85 
20.50 


501 


57.18 
43.58 


19,51 

21.21 

19.30 

21.53 

21.94 

26.78 

29.12 

26.50 

29.28 

50.12 

22.69 

24.56 

22.63 

24.72 

25.47 

31.81 

34.42 

51,75 

54.66 

56.71 

113 

97 

112 

98 

94 

8.50 


20.80 


299 


V  Annual  data  for  most  series  published  in  Statlstioal  .i^pendix  to  this  Situation,  January- February  1965. 
^  Grade  names  as  used  beginning  January  1951. 

V  Chioago,  St.  Louis  N.  S.  Y.,  Kansas  City,  Onaha,  Slouz  City,  S.  St.  Joseph,  S.  si.  Paul,  and  Indianapolis*' 
T/  Humber  bushels  of  com  equivalent  in  vedue  to  100  pounds  of  live  hogs. 
"t/  40-50  pound  lamb  oaroass  February  and  Uaroh  1952. 


lMS-65  -  25-  ^  • 

Selected  marketing,  slaughter  and  stocks  statistics  for  meat  animals  and  meats  l/ 


Item 


Unit 


Jan«-March 


1952 


1953 


1952 
Earch 


1953 


Feb.      :    March    :  April 
•   i  


Meat  animal  marketings 

Index  number  (1935-39=100) 


Stocker  and  feeder  shipments  to 
9    Com  Belt  States 

Cattle  and  calves  


Slaughter  under  Federal  inspection 
Kumber  slaughtered 


Sheep  and  lambs   

Hogs   

Percentage  sows   

Average  live  weight  per  head 


Hogs   

Average  production 
Beef,  per  head  . . 
Veal,  per  head  , . 


Pork,  per 


Lard,  per  head  

Lard,  per  100  pounds  live  weight 
Total  production         ■.•  's  - 

Beef  

Veal  


Lard 


Total  comnercial  slaughter. 3/ 
Humber  slaughtered 


Cattle 


19.......... 


Hogs  

Total  production 

Beef  

Veal   


Pork  2/ 
Urd  ... 


Cold  storage  stooksf  first  of  month  ; 

Beef   :  doi 

Veal   :  do. 

Lanib  and  mtton  ,  :  do. 

Pork  :  do. 

Total  ^Q^t  and  meat  products  4/  do. 


':  157 

150 

150 

135 

151 

:  1,000 

461 

405 

153 

86 

124 

:  385 

370 

125 

90 

122 

: 

:'  3,009 

3,783 

927 

1,170 

1,299 

:  do. 

:  1,122 

1,410 

397 

422 

535 

:  3,004 

3,567 

971 

1,088 

1,190 

:  18,390 

15,779 

5,776 

4,550 

4,962 

:  5.1 

4.4 

5,1 

4.1 

4.2 

:  1,012 

1,001 

1,004 

1,005 

998 

:  do. 

:  188 

196 

173 

195 

180 

104 

102 

105 

103 

105 

:  244 

237 

239 

235 

231 

• 

:  564 

557 

561 

562 

560 

!  107 

111 

99 

110 

ICS 

49 

50 

50 

49 

49 

!  134 

133 

132 

132 

131 

:  do* 

!  '  55 

56 

55 

56 

57 

:  do. 

37 

35 

37 

35 

33 

:  do,. 

15 

15 

16 

15 

14 

:liillion 

:pounds 

1,688 

2,101 

518 

655 

725 

:  do.  J 

■  119 

155 

39 

46 

55 

:  do..  ; 

148 

173 

48 

53 

.58 

:  do.  : 

2,463 

2,093 

760 

601 

650 

:  do . 

682 

556 

213 

158 

164 

:l,(300  ,  : 

'4,110 

•head  : 

1,275 

1,581 

•do,  : 

1,996 

700 

725 

=  do,  .  : 

3,224 

1,038 

1,180 

•5  do.    .  : 

22,331 

7,005 

5,818 

••Million: 

^pounds  : 

2,217 

685 

850 

=  do.  : 

211 

70 

81 

'  do.  : 

157 

51 

57 

5  do.  : 

3,001 

909. 

759 

'  do.  : 

780 

245 

190 

254 
12 
14 
794 


264 
23 
21 
596 
1.038 


254 
20 
24 
605 
1.Q43 


232 
20 
21 

570 
989 


1/  Annual  data  for  gost  series  published  in  Statistical  Appendix  to  this  Situation,  jaTiii^ry-F«»'hr"«'T^  IflSS. 
2/  Excludes  lard. 

Z/  Federally  inspected,  and  other  wholesale  and  retail.        .  - 

^  Includes  stocks  of  sausage  and  sausage  room  products,  canned  meats  and  canned  meat,  products,  and  edible 
offals,  in  addition  to  the  four  meats  listed. 


U«  S»  Department  of  Agriculture 
Washington  25,  D«  C« 


Penalty  for  private  use  to 
avoid  payment  of  postage  $300 


OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 


BAS-U'IS-  65-4-  53-  5900 
Permit  No,  1001 


U.  S.  DEPT.  OF  AGT^ICULTURE 
7-12-51 

f:is-3  libhary 


-  26  - 

A  matching  projection  for  annual  cattle  and  calf  slaughter  would 
carry  to  a  high  of  around  40  million  head.    This  is  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  33  million  expected  in  1953.    But  the  present  slaughter  includes  a 
rather  high  percentage  of  cattle  and  low  percentage  of  calves;  and  of  the 
cattle,  a  large  part  is  of  fed  cattle.    In  the  next  few  years  an  increas- 
ing percentage  of  the  total  slaughter  will  be  calves.    Of  the  cattle 
slaughtei;  a  rising  percentage  v/ill  be  grass  cattle.    The  result  will  be 
lowered  average  weights  per  head.    The  beef  and  veal  supply  for  a  growing 
consuming  population  will  increase  much  less  than  would  be  indicated  by 
the  projections  of  number  slaughtered.    Beef  might  reach  a  top  of  73  pounds 
per  person,  which  v/ould  equal  the  previous  record  high  of  1909.    The  pro- 
jected 84  pounds  of  beef  and  veal,  if  attained,  would  be  a  new  high  for  the 
two  meats  combined. 

These  comparatively  high  levels  of  beef  and  veal  consumption  repre- 
sent a  further  gain  over  1953.    Nevertheless,  most  of  the  total  increase 
from  the  55  pounds  of  beef  and  the  62  pounds  of  beef  and  veal  in  1951  will 
have  been  completed  by  the  end  of  1953j 

All  these  indications  of  future  trends  are  projected  on  the  basis 
of  past  cycles  in  cattle.    They  are  not  forecasts,    liuch  could  happen  that 
would  cause  trends  to  depart  from  past^p at terns.    The  data  here  are  in- 
tended to  gauge  as  accurately  as  possible  the  production  potential  of  the 
present  national  cattle  inventory,  therob;^.  showing  its  significance  for 
beef  supplies  in  the  next  few  years. 


